Appl. No. 10/505,305 

Reply to Office Action dated March 12, 2007 

REMARKS 

This Amendment is submitted in reply to the non-final Office Action mailed on March 
12, 2007. No fee is due in connection with this Amendment. The Director is authorized to 
charge any additional fees which may be required, or to credit any overpayment to Deposit 
Account No. 02-1818. If such a withdrawal is made, please indicate the Attorney Docket No. 
1 1 270 1 -434 on the account statement. 

Claims 1-30 are pending in this application. Claims 11-24 were previously withdrawn. 
In the Office Action, Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. §112, first paragraph. Claims 1, 3-4, 9, 
25, 27, 28 and 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. §112, second paragraph. Claims 1-3, 5-7, 9-10, 
25-26, and 28-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. §102. Claims 1-10 and 25-30 are rejected under 
35 U.S.C. §103. Claims 1-10 and 25-30 are provisionally rejected on the ground of nonstatutory 
obviousness-type double patenting. In response, Claims 1, 3-4, 6, 9-10, 25-28 and 30 have been 
amended. Claims 6, 10 and 26 were amended to correct informalities. These amendments do 
not add new matter. In view of the amendments and/or for the reasons set forth below. 
Applicants respectfiiUy submit that the rejections should be withdrawn. 

In the Office Action, Claim Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. §112, first paragraph, as 
containing subject matter which was not described in the specification in such a way as to enable 
one skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make 
and/or use the invention. In response, Applicants submit herewith as Exhibit A copies of the 
deposit receipts for each of the respective bacterial strains (1-1225, 1-2116, 1-2168 and 1-2170) 
recited in Claim 4. 

Applicants submit that the deposit has been accepted by an International Depository 
Authority under the provisions of the Budapest Treaty, that all restrictions upon public access to 
the deposit will be irrevocably removed upon the grant of a patent on this application and that the 
deposit will be replaced if viable samples cannot be dispensed by the depository. Further, 
Applicants submit that the specification recites the complete name and fiill street address of the 
depository. See, specification, page 15, lines 1-7. Accordingly, AppUcants respectfiiUy submit 
that the description of the deposited material is sufficient to permit its verification and 
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examination. Based on at least these noted reasons, Applicants submit that Claim 4 fully 
complies with 35 U.S.C. §1 12, first paragraph. 

Accordingly, Applicants respectfiilly request that the rejection of Claim 4 under 35 
U.S.C. §112, first paragraph, be withdrawn. 

hi the Office Action, Claims 1, 3-4, 9, 25, 27, 28 and 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
§112, second paragraph as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly 
claim the subject matter which Apphcants regard as the invention. Specifically, the Patent 
Office asserts that Claim 1 is vague and indefinite in the recitation of "a photoprotecting 
effective amount" because it is not clear whether the skin or food is to be photoprotected. See, 
Office Action, page 2, lines 20-22. Additionally, the Patent Office asserts that it is not clear 
which components are required to be present in a photoprotecting amount. Id. However, 
Applicants respectfiilly submit that the skilled artisan would recognize that the skin is the object 
which is to be photoprotected and that the probiotic lactic acid bacterium and carotenoid (or the 
carotenoid derivative) should be present in photoprotecting amounts. Not only does the 
specification discuss the photoprotection of the skin in several places {e.g., page 14, lines 2-4; 
page 16, lines 23-24), but Claim 1 also clearly states that the composition is used for "the 
photoprotection of the skin." Further, the specification clearly states that the composition 
comprises "a photoprotecting effective amount of i) at least one probiotic lactic acid bacterium or 
a culture supernatant thereof, and ii) at least one carotenoid or derivative, in an orally acceptable 
carrier. See, specification, page 13, lines 22-24. Therefore, Applicants respectfiilly submit that 
placement of the conjxmction "and" indicates that the photoprotecting effective amount apphes to 
both the lactic acid bacterium and the carotenoid. 

The Patent Office fiuther asserts that it is unclear in Claim 1 which compounds are 
encompassed by the phrase "carotenoid derivatives." See, Office Action, page 2, lines 23-26. 
Applicants respectfiilly submit that the skilled artisan would recognize that a "carotenoid 
derivative" is a chemical composition that is structurally similar to a carotenoid and may be 
either natural or synthetic. Because the use of the term, "derivative," with respect to chemical 
derivatives, is commonly used in the art. Applicants respectfiilly submit that the skilled artisan 
would recognize the meaning of the phrase "carotenoid derivative." 
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Claims 3 and 30 are also rejected under 35 U.S.C. §112, second paragraph for 
encompassing an improper Markush grouping for use of the alternative conjunction "or." See, 
Office Action, page 2, lines 27-29. In response, Claims 3 and 30 have been amended to delete 
the word "or." 

Claim 4 is also rejected under 35 U.S.C. §112, second paragraph as being confusing for 
not delineating the genus species of the strains intended with any specificity. See, Office Action, 
page 3, lines 1-2. hi response. Claim 4 has been amended to identify the lactic acid bacteria 
strains of lactobaciUi and bifidobacteria. This amendment is supported in the specification at, for 
example, page 15, lines 1-6; page 14, lines 24-29. 

Claim 9 is also rejected under 35 U.S.C. §112, second paragraph as being vague and 
indefinite in the recitation "may be in a drinkable solution." See, Office Action, page 3, lines 3- 
4. In response, Claim 9 has been amended to recite, in part, wherein the food is a drinkable 
solution. This amendment is supported in the specification at, for example, page 16, line 6. 

Claim 25 is also rejected under 35 U.S.C. §112, second paragraph as being vague and 
confusing in the recitation of "in a lyophilized powder attention." See, Office Action, page 3, 
lines 5-6. In response. Claim 25 has been amended to recite, in part, wherein the probiotic lactic 
acid bacterium is included into the carrier in a lyophilized powder. This amendment is supported 
in the specification at, for example, page 15, lines 9-11. 

Claim 27 is also rejected under 35 U.S.C. §112, second paragraph as confusing in that the 
carrier may be a "pharmaceutical product." See, Office Action, page 3, lines 7-9. In response. 
Claim 27 has been amended to recite, in part, wherein the carrier is a pharmaceutical carrier. 
This amendment is supported in the specification at, for example, page 16, lines 1-7. 

Claim 28 is also rejected under 35 U.S.C. §112, second paragraph as lacking proper 
antecedent basis and as confusing in that "tablets, liquid suspension, dried oral supplements, wet 
oral supplements and dry-tube feeding" are not generally deemed "a food." In response, 
Apphcants have amended Claim 28 to depend from Claim 27, instead of Claim 7. Moreover, the 
Patent Office rejects Claim 28 under 35 U.S.C. §112, second paragraph as confusing in the 
recitation of "dry-tube-feeding" since it is unclear that it constitutes a "carrier." See, Office 
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Action, page 3, lines 14-15. In response, Applicants have amended Claim 28 to remove dry- 
tube-feeding. 

Based on at least these noted reasons, Applicants believe that Claims 1, 3-4, 9, 25, 27, 28 
and 30 fully comply with 35 U.S.C. §1 12, second paragraph. 

Accordingly, Applicants respectfully request that the rejection of Claims 1, 3-4, 9, 25, 27, 
28 and 30 under 35 U.S.C. §112, second paragraph be reconsidered and the rejection be 
withdrawn. 

hi the Office Action, Claims 1-3, 5-7, 9-10, 25-26, and 28-30 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. §102(b) as being anticipated by European Patent No. 1020123 to Vesely et al. ("Veself'). 
Claims 1-2, 5-7, 9-10, 25-26, and 28-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. §102(b) as being 
anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 6,156,355 to Shields, Jr. et al. ("Shields"). Claims 1-2, 5-7, 9-10, 
25-26, and 28-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. §102(b) as being anticipated by WO/00/79072. 
Applicants beheve, however, that the Patent Office may have incorrectly cited the pubUcation 
number and Applicants are assuming that the Patent Office meant to cite WO/00/070972 to 
Berggren et al. ("Berggren"). Therefore, Applicants will proceed imder the assumption that the 
appUed reference should be WO/00/070972. Claims 1-2, 5-7, 10, 26 and 28 are rejected under 
35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as being anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 7,037,708 to Runge et al. ("Runge"). 
Applicants respectfully disagree with and traverse these rejections for at least the reasons set 
forth below. 

As amended, independent Claim 1 recites, in part, an orally administrable composition 
for the photoprotection of the skin comprising a photoprotecting effective amount of at least one 
probiotic lactic acid bacterium, and at least one carotenoid or derivativ e, present in the 
composition in an amount from 10"^^% to 20% by weight, included in an orally acceptable 
carrier, the composition further comprising a yeast extract . 

In contrast, Vesely and Berggren fail to disclose or suggest an orally administratable 
composition comprising a yeast extract, as is required, in part, by currently amended Claim 1. In 
fact, Vesely and Berggren fail to mention a yeast component anywhere within the references. 
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Moreover, Vesely, Shields and Runge fail to disclose an orally administrable composition 
for the photoprotection of the skin comprising at least one carotenoid or derivativ e, present in the 
composition in an amount from 10"^^% to 20% by weight , as is required, in part, by Claim 1. 

For at least these noted reasons. Applicants respectfully submit that Vesely, Shields, 
Berggren, and Runge do not teach, suggest, or even disclose all of the elements of independent 
Claim 1 and dependent Claims 2-10 and 25-30 that dqjend therefrom and thus, fail to anticipate 
the claimed subject matter. 

Accordingly, Applicants respectftiUy request that the anticipation rejections with respect 
to Claims 1-10 and 25-30 be reconsidered and the rejections be withdrawn. 

hi the Office Action, Claims 1-10 and 25-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Vesely in view of Shields, and in further view of Runge, Berggren and 
U.S. Patent No. 5,603,930 to Brassart et al. ("Brassarf). Applicants beUeve this rejection is 
improper and respectftilly traverse it for at least the reasons set forth below. 

Currently amended independent Claim 1 recites, in part, an orally administrable 
composition for the photoprotection of the skin comprising a photoprotecting effective amount of 
at least one probiotic lactic acid bacterium, and at least one carotenoid or derivativ e, present in 
the composition in an amount from 10"'^% to 20% by weight , included in an orally acceptable 
carrier, the composition ftirther comprising a yeast extract . The presently claimed oral 
composition includes an admixture of very specific constituents that surprisingly and 
unexpectedly elicit an enhanced effect or response in respect of the photoprotection of the skin. 
See, Specification, page 14, lines 6-11. Apphcants respectfiiUy submit that the cited references 
are deficient with respect to the presently claimed subject matter. For example, Apphcants 
respectfiiUy submit that the skilled artisan would have no reason to combine the cited references 
to obtain the present claims because the cited references are directed to unrelated products that 
have completely different objectives and fail to even recognize the surprising and unexpected 
effect that the specific composition has on the photoprotection of the skin. 

For example, Vesely is directed toward a beverage containing live bacteria that is used to 
increase, balance and supplement intestinal flora . See, Vesely, col. 3, [0016]. Shields is entirely 
directed toward canine food formulations that optimize digestibility of nutrients in specific 
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canine breeds . See, Shields, column 3, lines 30-36. Runge is entirely directed toward dry 
microorganism cultures and the processes for producing same . See, Runge, Abstract. Berggren 
is entirely directed toward a sports drink that is designed to increase the energy and fluid levels 
in an individual, as well as reduce stress . See, Berggren, page 2, line 39-page 3, line 4. Finally, 
Brassart is entirely directed toward a biologically pure culture of a lactic acid bacterium strain . 
See, Brassart, Summary of the Invention. As such, Applicants respectfully submit that there is 
absolutely no guidance in the cited reference for one of skill in the art to choose the active agents 
and amount of agents present in the instant claims to achieve the vmexpectedly improved 
photoprotective effect on the skin as Applicants have done. 

In sum, and in contrast to the presently claimed subject matter, the cited references are 
completely unconcerned with blocking or reducing the adverse clinical, histological and 
immunological effects of solar radiation exposure on the skin. Consequently, the skilled artisan 
would have no reason to combine the cited references to arrive at a photoprotecting composition 
in accordance with the present claims. Moreover, the skilled artisan would have no reasonable 
expectation of success iu combining the cited references. 

For at least the reasons discussed above, the combination of Vesely in view of Shields, 
and in further view of Runge, Berggren and Brassart is improper and thus, fails to render the 
claimed subject matter obvious. 

Accordingly, Applicants respectfully request that the rejections of Claims 1-10 and 25-30 
under 35 U.S.C. §103 be withdrawn. 

In the Office Action, Claims 1-10 and 25-30 have been provisionally rejected under the 
judicially created doctrine of obviousness-type double patenting over Claim 9 of copending, 
commonly owned Apphcation No. 10/505,285, Claims 1-13 and 22-32 of copending, commonly 
owned Application No. 10/504,906, and Claims 1-19 of of copending, commonly owned 
Application No. 1 1/159,198. Submitted with this response is a Terminal Disclaimer disclaiming 
the terminal part of any patent issued from the pending apphcation extending beyond the 
expiration date of any patent issued from U.S. Apphcation Nos. 10/505,285, 10/504,906 and 
11/159,198. 
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Accordingly, Applicants respectfully request that the provisional double patenting 
rejection of Claims 1-10 and 25-30 under obviousness-type double patenting be withdrawn. 

For the foregoing reasons, Apphcants respectfully request reconsideration of the above- 
identified patent application and earnestly solicit an early allowance of same. 



Respectfully submitted, 




Robert^Kr^arrett ' 
Reg. No. 30,142 
Customer No,: 29156 



Dated: June 27. 2007 
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Appendix A 



•TRAITE DE BUDAPEST SUE LA RBCONMAISSAHCE 
IIITER>iXTIOHAI.B DU DWOT DBS KICBO-ORGMIISMES 
AUX FINS DE LA PROCEDURE EN MATIERE DE BREVEtS 



TDfiSTINATAIRE : 



FORHULE INTEBHATIONA(.E 



RBCEPISSE EM CAS »E DBPOT IHITIU, 
dfellvrft en v«lu de U r.gle 7.1 par 



l^gsigurs^ARCHAMBAULT et WAVTIE tae^"™ au S^e' 
Service des Brevets 

Avenue Nestlg 55 - CH-1806 VEVEY. - SUISSE 



•t ET ADRESSE 



I NESTEC S.A. - Service des Brevets - Avraiue Nestle 55 ■ 
" CH-1800 VEVEY - SUISSE 



IDENTIFICATION DU KICRO-ORGANISHE 



11. DESCHIPTIOS SCIEKrrFIQOB ET/OU DESiGHATION TAXOHOMIQUB 

Le mlcro-ocganisme identifle sous chiftre 1 etalt 
"nrr d-une description scientifiqoe 
TjTT d'une d&signation taxononlque proposes 

ihec ca qui conulent) 



RECEPTION ET ACCEPTATIOB 



La presents autorit6 de d6p6t. intern.tionaU accepte le .icro-Ot^anisme Id.ntlf ie » 
chiEfte I, qu'elle a re?u le30. 06 . 1 992 <f» <J6p6t UielaD^ 



RECEPTION D'UME REQUETE EN CONVEBStON 



La oresente autorlte de dfepflt internationale.a reyu Ic micro-organlsme identifle sous 
chlffro I 10 (date du dipat. initial) 

et a rec» ^ne requete en conversion du d«p6t Initial en dipat po«for»e au Tralte de 
Budapest Ic 



(date de. reception de la re<|U«te 



AUTORITE DE DEPOT IMTERHATIONME 



Collection Nationale d§ 
Cultures de Microorganismcs 
Institut Pasteur 
25, Rue du Docteur Rou!< 
;se : 75724 PARIS CEDEX 15 



Signature(s) de la (des) porsoi 
coinpetentB(s) pour reprisentet 
de dSpdt internaclonale ou de 
eDploye(s) autorlsc 



. d°.ir.<it^i?df^S4^^|W.if.4?.^^ C.N.C.M. 



Fornnile BP/4 (page unique) 



BP/A/ZX/12 
page 7* 



TRAITS DE BODXPCST. SOR lA BCCOHHAXSSAHCE 
XmESHATIOHNCe DU DEPOT OES MICBO-OR<»HIStiES 
XUX riHS DE LX PBOCEDUSE EH HATIERE DE BKEVETS 



PORMOLE IHTEBWATIojoitE 



["tcSTINATAIRE : | 

Messieurs ARCHAMBAULT et WAVRR 
NESTEC S.A. 
Service des Brevets 
Avenue Ncstld 55 
CH-1800 VEVhY - SUISSE 

NOH £t AdftESSE DE lA PARTlE 
I K LAOUELLE LA DCCLARATIOH SUR LA. I 
VIABIMTE EST OELIVBEE 



DECIARATION SUR XA VIABILITE, 
dCllvx^a en vcrtu do la rftgle iO.2 p 
I'AOTORITE OE OEEOT XHXERHATIOHALE 
tdentlfiea & la pa,ge sutvance 



1 . DEFOSANT 


II. tOENrriTCATIOH DU HlibU-ORGAMISKE 


Non ! NESTEC S.A. 

Service des Brevets 
Adrosse : Avenue Nestle 55 

CH-1800 VEVEY - SUISSE 


Numero d'brdre atcrlbuA par 
I'AUTORItE DE DEPOT tNTCRHATlONALE : 

.1.-1225 

Date du. AipAt ou do trahsCert : 

Le 30 Juin 1992 


nr. DECLARATION SUR lA VIABILITE 


La vt«blllt£ du nicxQ-organlciae IdcnclflC sous 

le 01 Juillet 1992 K < 


chlffre II a et<,con«r61«e 
:et:te date, le mlccoT-oceanlsne 


^3 

|)CXX| «talt viable 




1 ^3 

1 1 n'dtalt plus viable 





Indlquer la date du d£pOt Initial, ou, si . un liouyeau dfipat ou un ttanafert ant fit« 
KiCKczxi&a, la plus recente des dates pertlnentes (date du nouveau dipOt ou date du trans fert ] . 
^ Dana les ca» vis«s t la rtgle 10.2. a)ll) et 1111. nentlonner le contrdle de vlablllt« 
le lilUB e4c«nt. 

^ Cocher la case qui convlent. 



Fonoulo BP/9 (prenlBre page) 



DP/A/II/12 
PA9C 2S 



IV. ^ CONOITIOHS DANS LESOUELLES LE-COHTROLE DE VIABItlTE X ETe/eFFECTOE 



IV. AOTORITE OE DEPOT IHTEJWAriOHAr.E 

! Collection Nat ionale de 
Cultures de Microorganisraes 

esse : Institut Pasteur 

.25, Rue du Docteur Roux 
75724 PARIS CEDEX 15 



Si9aa«ure(8) <3« la (d«3) per)sonnc(s) 
conip«tente (s} pour repc6senter I'aucorltti 
de ddpot. intecnBclonale ou de IMdes] 
employe (e] iiutorls£(sl : 



Date z Paris le 17 Juillet 1992 




Mr. G. 1 

Conseilier iacientifique de la C.N.C.M. 
pour les souches bact^rieimes 



. CERISIER 
Directeur Administratif de la C.N.C.M. 



Foznule BP/J (deuxl&M «t derniero pasra) 



TRAIT2 PE BUDAPEST SUR U BECONNAISSAMCE W""^ ^ 

INTERKATIONAIE DU DEPOT DES HICRO-O6GAMI8MES 
AUX FINS DE U FROCEDUaZ EN HATIERE DE BREVETS 



f ORMOLE IHTERNATIOSALE 



PpESTINATAIRE : [ RECEPISSE EH CAS DE DEPOT IHITIAL , 

dailvr* en vertu de la rigle 7.1 par 
I'AUTORITE DE DEPOT INTERNATIONALE 
iiUltCiflfie au ba» ds cette paga 

SOCIETE DES PRODUITS NESTLE S.A. 
Patents department 
Avenue Neatl« 55 
CH-1800Vevey 

I NOH ET ADRESSE I 

' — ' nil nvPHSAUT ' 



IDENTIFICATION DU MICRO-ORGANISME 



r IHTERNATIONALE I 



1-2116 



DESCRIPTION SCXENTIFiqUE ET/OU DESIGNATION TAXOHOHIQUE PROFOSEE 



Le nlero-organlsnB identifie aoua chlffre 1 ftalt accompagn£ : 

[Jl d*une daserlptlon sciencl£ique 

mi d'une dSslgnatlon taxooonlqua proposes 

(Cochar ce qui convient) 



III. RECEPTION ET ACCEPTATION 



RECEPTION D'UNE REQUETB EM COHVERSION 



toctt* de d«p6t Internationale a reiju la mlcro-organlsme Identlfia sous 

(date du dfpSt initial) 
raquAta an converaion du ddpSt initial an d£p6't confoTma au- Tsaitfi da 

(data da rdcapcion de la x'equAts en oonvaraion 



r IMTERHATIONALE 



CNCM 

Collsollon Mall 

de Cultures de MIorborganiames 

INSTItUT PASTEUR 

26, Hue du Oocteur Roux 
F-75724PAFaSCEDEX15 



SlgnacureCs) da la (des) personna(8) 
conpdtente(s) pour reprCaanter I'autatlcf 
de dfip6c Intetnatianale ou de l'(dea) 
aiiiploye(B) autorla«(s) « Mm* Y. CERISIEH 

DIrectmir AdmlnMraW da la CNCM 



r6gle 6.«.d), cette data » 



Paris, le 12 ttvrierigge 
: la date i laqualle le statut 



Eotnule BP/ 4 (page unique) 



TRAITE DE BUDAPEST SUR LA RECOHNAISSANCE 
IHTEKNATIONALE DU DEPOT DES . HICRO-.ORGANISMES 
ADX FIHS DE LA PROCKDURK M MATIERE DE BREVETS 



rORMULE IMTERHATIOHALE 



I^STINATAIRE s . | 

Monsieur Roman VUILLE, 

Patents Department 

SOCIETE DES PRODUITS NESTLE S.A. 

Avenue Nestl6, 55 

CH-1800 VEVEY 

SUISSE 



DECLARATION SUR LA VIABILITE, 
d«llvr«a en vercu de ta rSgle 10.2 p 
I'AUTORITE DE DEPOT IHTKRNATIOHALE 
Uentlfi£e a La page sulvanta 



NOM ET ADRESSE DE LA PAKTiE 
V LACJUELLE LA DECLARATION SUR L 
VTABTLITE EST I"" 



I. DKPOSANT 


11. IDENTIJICATIOH DU MICRO-ORCAHISMK 


Worn . SOCIETE DES PRODUITS NESTLE S.A. 

Adresse : Patents Department 
Avenue Nesll6 S5 
CH-1800 Vevey 


Nunfiro d'otdre attrlb'uS par 
I'AUTORITE DE DEPOT INTERNATIONALE 1 

1-2116 

Date du d«poC ou du trans£«rt * i 

12 JANVIER 1999 



HI. DECLARATION 3UH 



La vlabilite du micra-ocganLsme id«ntll:l£ sous chlffre II a 6t6 concxdifie 
lo 12 JANVIER 1999 2. a cette data, lo micro-organia«o 




1 Indiquer la date du depSt initial ou, si iin nouueau d*p6c ou un transfart ont StS 
effeoCu€s, la plus reoente dea dates pertinentes (daLu du nouveau d6p4t ou dacs du transfeTt). 

2 Dans les cas vls£s i la rdgle 10.2.a)li) at 111), mentionner le conCcdle de v^aliilltre 
lo plus rScent. 

3 Ror.her la case qui eonvlent. 



Formule DP/? (premiarp. page) 



IV. CONDITIONS DABS LESQUELLES LE CONTROLE DE VIABILITE A. ETE EEFECTUE 



AUTORITE DE DEPOT INTERNATIONALE 



CNCM 



INSTlTUT PASTEUR 

28, Rue du Docteur Roux 
F-75724 PARIS CEDEX 15 
FRANCE 



comp6tente(s) pour repr«eoncer I'aucorlcJ 
dc dSp6t Internationale ou da l'(ies) 
employ6(o) autoriB4(s) i 
YvanneCERISlER Georges WAGENER 



> iaformotion 



L las rSsuldaCs du conCT61e fitalent 



Formnle BF/9 (deuxi&no ot dornll&re page) 



TRAiTE DE BUDAPEST SUR LA RECONHAISSANCE . 
INTERNATIONALE DU DEPOT DES MICBO-OBOANiSMES 
AUX ?IHS DE LA PROCEDURE EN NATIERE DE BREVETS 



FORMULE INTERHATIONALE 



I liESTlNATAlRE : ^ RECEPISSE EN CAS DE DEPOT INITIAL, 

' d^UvrS en vettu de la r8glD 7.1 par 

I'AUTORITE DE DEPOT INTERNATIONALE 
IdentifUe on bas do oottG page 

SOCIETE DES PRODUITS NESTLE S.A. 
Patents department 
Avenue Ne$tl6 55 
CH-l800Vevey 

I NOM ET ADRESSE I 
' DU DEPCISANT 



1 DU MICRO-ORGANISME 



NCC 251 



-2168 



DESCRIPTION SCIEHTTFIQUK KT/OU DESIGNATIOH TAXOHOWIQUE PROPOSEE 



Le tnlci 
■ 



3 chiffre I- Seal 



axnnomique proposie 



RECEPTION ET ACCEPTATION 



»rite de dSpdt i 



15 MARS 1999 



E REQUETE EH COHVERSTr 



La pr^spnfB a.itoricS de d«p5t intetnationala a te?u 1b mlo 
chlffre I le . ^'^^^ ^ 

at a resu nne roquete en conversion du dipot inlr.lal en de] 



lenCifi* sou 
1 Traite do 



V. AUTOam DB DEPOT INTERNATIONALE 



CNCM 



INSTITUT PASTEUR 

28. Rue du Docteur Roux 
F-75724 PARIS CEDEX 16 



Signature(a) de Ta (dea) personne(3) 
coiiip4tence f a ) pour repriSsentBr I'aucori 
de dSpot Internationale ou da I'tdas) 
eii.pLoyfi(9) atttorl8«(e) ! SrnonaOZDjEN^ 



Paris, le 10 80011999. 



t la date A laquelle 1 



Fornulo BP/« (page MuJqiiR) 



TBAITE DE BUDAPEST SlIR LA RECONKAISSAHCE 
INTERNATIOHALB DU DEPOT DES MICRO-ORGABISMES 
AUX FINS DE t.A PROCEDORE BN MATIERE DE BREVETS 



rORMULE IHTERNATIOHALE 



["destinatatke ! 



Monsieur Roman VUILLE, 

Patents Department 

SOCIETE DES PRODUITS NESTLE S.A. 

Avenue Nestl6, 55 

CH-1800VEVEY 

SUISSE 

NOM EX ADRESSE DE tA PARTIE 
I A I.AQUELLE LA DECLARATION SUR LA I 
I VIABILITE EST DEHVREE 1 



DECLARATIOH SUR LA VIABILITE, 
delivree en vertu de la rSgle 10.2 pat 
I'AUTORITB DE DEPOT mTERHATIOHALE 
identiflSe A la page suivanta 



1. DEPOSANT 


11. IDESriTIGATIOH DO. MICRO-ORGAHISME 


Hem s SOCIETE DES PRODUITS NESTLE S.A. 

AdressR : Patents Department 
Avenue Nesti6 55 
CH-1800 Vevey 


Num£i-o d'ordre attrlbug paf 
I'AUTORITE DE DEPOT IHTERHATIOHALE : 

1 - 2168 

Date du d6p6t ou du trans fert i 

15 MARS 1999 



III, DECLARATIOH SUR LA VIABILITE 





forraule BP/9 (preinifere page) 



IV. CONDTTIONS DiHS LESQUELLES LE COHTROLE DE VIABILItE k ETE EFFECTUE 



AUTORITE DE DEPOT INTERHmOHALE 



CNCM 

Collection Nationala 
de Cultures de Mlcroor 



INSTITUT PASTEUR 

28, Rue du Dbcteur Roux 
• F-75724 PARIS CEDEX 15 
F.RANCE 



Slgnattti!e(a) de la (de») personi 
coiiipetent:a(s} pour reprfisencer ] 
is d«p6t InCBrnatlonalB ou de 1' 
ru>ploye(s) autori3e(s) 1 
SlmonaOZOEN 




S demandSn et si les rSeiiltaes du contrflla <taient 



Formule BP/9 (deuxifeiie et derniSre page) 



TRAJLTE DE BUDAPEST SUR LA RECOMNAISSAHCB 
IHTERNATIONALE DU DEPOT DES MICRO-OROANISMES 
AUX FIHS DE LA PROCEDURE EN MATIERE DE, BREVETS 



FORMULE INTERKATIOHALE 



rDESTIIUTAIRE i RECEPISSE EH CAS DE DEPOT INITIAL, 

' dSllvrg en verto de 1« regie 7,1 pat 

I'AIITORITE DE DEPOT IHTERHATIOHALE 
identlfile au bas d«.c4tte pag« 

SOCIETE DES PRODUITS NESTLE S.A. 
Patents department 
Avenue Nestl6 55 
CH-1800Vevey 

I NOM ET ADRESSE I 

' mi DEPOSANT 



IDENTll'l CATION DU MICRO-ORGANISME 



Reference d ' idnn t i £ ication donrSe par le 
DEPOSANT : 


Numfiro d'ordre attribufi par 
I'AUTORITE DE.' DEPOT mERNATIOHALE I 




NCC490 


1-2170 





11. DESCRIPTIOH SCIEHTIFIQUS ET/OU DESICMATION TAXONOMIQUE PROPOSEE 
La .mlcro-orgU„ia»,e ideixtiflS sous chiffre I atait a«ompagn«. « 
m d'une do.cription .-.lantlf ique 

PH dMiiiR designation taxononique propooSo 

(Coclior cc qui convlanl:) 



HI. RECEPTION ET ACCEPTATION 



E REQOETE EM COMVERSION 



orite de dfipdt i 



o-organisiBB Identifl" 



csipn dii d6p6t Initial en depSc t 
(date de rSception < 



!■ lUTKRHATIONALE 



CNCM 

Collection NaHonale 


SignatursCs) de la (des) personnBCs) 
eomp£t:eitte(5) pour reprSsanter l'autorlC« 
de d4p6t intarnatloTiale ou da l'<des) 


de Cultures de Mlcioorganlsmes 

AdressP ! INSTITUT PASTEUR 

28. Rue du Oooteur Roux 
F-75724 PARIS CEDEX 15 


a.pioy«(..) «t=ri,S(s) : ^^naOZDEN 
Date : Paris, je 10 *bffl 19»* 



£ de ri^pQc IniecnaLluni 



FormiilR BP/4 (page unique) 



TRAITE DE BUDAPEST SUH LA RECONNAISSAHCE 
IMTERNATIOHALE DU DEPOT DES MICRO-ORGANISMES 
AUX FINS DE LA PROCEDURE EH MATIERE DE BREVETS 



FORIIDLE INTERNATIONALE 



[~DES 



DESTINATAIRE i 



Monsieur Roman VUILLE, 

Patents Department 

SOCIETE DES PRODUITS NESTLE S.A. 

Avenue Nestl^, 55 

CH-1800 VEVEY 

SUISSE 



NOM ET ADRESSE DE LA PARtlE 
LAQUELLE LA DECLARATION _SUR LA | 



• VIABILITE, EST DEUVREE 



DECLARATION BUR LA VIABILITZ , 
dSllvrfie an vertu da la rSgle 10.2 par 
I'AUTORITE DE bEPOT INTERNATIONALE 
IdsntLfi'f.e ik la page sulvante 



I. DEPOSANT 


11. IDENTIEICATION DU MICRO-ORGAHISHE 


Nom . SOCIETE DES PRODUITS NESTLE S.A. 

Adre.-^.sR I Patents Department 
Avenue Nestle 55 
CH-1800V6vey 


Num^ro d'ordre attribtt« par 
I'AUTORITE DE DEPOT INTERNATIONALE : 

1-2170 

Data du depot ou du tranafert ^ ; 

15 MARS 1999 


III. DECLARATION SOR LA VIARTLTTE 


La vlablLtte du micin-OTganiame identifiS sous ehlffra 11 a etS coiitr51«B 
le 15 MARS 1999 ^- a cette date, la mlcro-organlsme 











2 Dans lea cas vlsfis i la r»gle 

3 Cocher la eaoo qui oonvient. 



Forniule BP/9 (prt.mi.lire iiage) 



IV. COHDITIOHS PASS LESQUELLES LE COHTROLE DE VIABILITE k ETE Er?EUTUE 



V. AUTORITE OE DEPOT IHTERNATIOMALE 

~ CNCM 

Collection Natlonale 
de Cultures do MIoroorganlsmes 



INSTITUT PASTEUR 

28, Rue du Docteur Roux 
F-75724 PARIS CEDEX 15 
FRANCE 



SlgnRture(o) de la (des) personnel) 
compStente(s) pour repreaehCBr I'autoricI 
de dSp«t iatetriiationftlo ou de L'(dee) 
enploy£(s] aut:orls«(s) ! 
SmonaCEDEN eewgos WAGENER 




L Laa r^aultacs du e 



